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Land Acknowledgment

The Canadian Studies Association of Undergraduate Students would like to thank Lucy Everett for
letting us borrow, adapt, and condense the following land acknowledgement originally written for
the panel discussion held by Climate Justice Action McGill (CJAM) on March 10th, 2020, as a part
of a conference put on by Québec Public Interest Research Group at McGill-Concordia.

The Canadian Studies Association of Undergraduate Students (CSAUS)
recognizes that McGill University is located on unceded Anishinaabeg and
Kanien’keha:ka territory. The Kanien’keha:ka or Mohawk Nation are considered
the stewards of the lands and waters on which we gather, although Tiohtia:ke, co-
lonially known as Montréal, has historically been a gathering place for many First
Nations. The Kanien'’keha:ka are the Easternmost Nation of the Haudenosaunee or
Iroquois Confederacy, and are known as the Keepers of the Eastern Door.

Most of the land that makes up Canada, including Tiohtia:ke, is unceded
land. This means that Aboriginal Title has neither been surrendered nor acquired
by the Crown - the Canadian Crown doesn't own the land outright as the term sug-
gests, because they never acquired legal jurisdiction, despite the Canadian Crown
claiming jurisdiction over 89% of the surface area of this country. The plight of
Indigenous peoples within Canada is a direct result of the occupation and seizure
of their land and resources, which has ultimately confined Indigenous peoples to
only 0.2% of their traditional territory.

The colonial project has inflicted devastating violence on both the land
and the bodies of Indigenous peoples in its insatiable quest for resources and profit,
and one cannot end without the other. CSAUS recognizes that this, or any, land
acknowledgement cannot be a substitute for further action and work towards dis-
mantling the systems of colonial oppression and exploitation that we live under. We
must always remind ourselves of the historical injustice that makes our gathering at
McGill University and elsewhere in this country possible. We must strive to redress
the injustices that continue to pervade our society and culture.

CSAUS asks you, as settlers, not to apologize for the actions of our ances-
tors, but rather, to acknowledge that we benefit from their legacies and to work to
destroy the systems of oppression and exploitation that their legacy created. This
is not about guilt or apologies - the Indigenous people of today know that you are
not responsible for your ancestors actions. This is about recognition of the fact that
we, as settlers, nevertheless benefit from our ancestors' actions at the expense of the
rightful Indigenous stewards of this land. This is about humility and solidarity. This
is about living in good relation with the many vibrant Indigenous communities that
continue to exist, heal, resist, and thrive despite centuries of colonial violence.

Indigenous solidarity is in everyone’s best interests, not limited to Indige-
nous people and future generations. No one is free until we all are. We, as a society,
must confront the colonial legacy of Canada, not as something that happened in
the past, but as something with violent repercussions that we still live under to this

day.



Notes on Contributors

Megan Coulter is a U2 Honours History student with minors in Indigenous Stud-
ies and Canadian Studies. Her research deconstructs the Canadian national narra-
tives that uphold her Loyalist heritage. She intends to problematize the founding of
Belleville, Ontario by interpreting her family’s history for her thesis.

Lucy Everett is a fourth year student in Honours Environment and Development
studies with a minor in Urban Systems at McGill University. Raised on Coast Salish
territory outside of Vancouver before coming to Tio'tia:ke (Montréal) in 2016 for
university, she is a member of the Métis Nation of British Columbia with ances-
tral roots in Red River. As an activist-scholar, her research attempts to highlight
the systemic interrelationship between the climate crisis and colonial capitalism,
demonstrating the need to fight for Indigenous sovereignty and the autonomy of
the subaltern (in the Gramscian sense) in a warming world. She is also a member
of Climate Justice Action McGill (CJAM), a non-hierarchical student activist group
at McGill, founded on anti-oppressive principles of anti-racism, anti-colonialism,
anti-capitalism, intersectional feminism, and social justice, that uses non-violent
direct action to demand climate action and systemic institutional change from the
McGill administration and Canadian governments.

Sarah Ford is a U2 Cultural Studies student, minoring in Art History and Commu-
nication Studies. She is passionate about wildlife photography and capturing Cana-
da’s impressive abundance of creatures. Her work has been featured by the Redpath
Museum, the McGill Visual Arts Society, and COSEWIC, as well as through her
position as Multimedia Editor for The McGill Tribune. Through her images and
activism, she aims to create empathy for animals, and to allow people to appreciate
the wildlife with which we share our environments.

Tessa Groszman is a U2 History student at McGill University. She is particularly
interested in looking at contemporary culture through the lens of history, and she
enjoys watching movies and working out. Born and raised in Montreal, she is fasci-
nated by the past of this city that she will always call home. It is in this context that
she decided to focus her work included in this journal on the eighteen-year mayor
of her favourite Canadian city.

Francis L. is pursuing a U3 Honours Political Science degree with a minor in Cana-
dian studies at McGill. A recent immigrant from South Korea, they aspire to follow
their own Canadian dream and chart their own destiny in a place that can accept
them for who they truly are. Their commitment to being true to themself led them
to specialize in Canadian politics. Their research interest is the growing role of vis-
ible minority immigrants in the country’s political system, and they hope that what
they learn will not go to waste as they dedicate their life to help future generations
of immigrants find their future here.



Elisabeth Levin is in her final semester at McGill University, studying Industrial
and Labour Relations and Sociology. She is interested in the rights of labour unions
in Canada, as well international human resource management. She greatly enjoys
writing, and her written work has been published in various undergraduate jour-
nals at McGill. In her spare time, she loves taking photographs of nature and archi-
tecture. She is overjoyed that this is her first published artistic work!

Caitlin Mehrotra is a U3 Pharmacology student with a minor in French Language
and Literature. Caitlin hopes to one day marry her interests and research in science
and systemic social injustices by pursuing a career in public health. Other than that,
Caitlin does not have concrete future plans or general aspirations but does have a
great personality.

Olivia Ramos is a fourth year student, double-majoring in English Literature
and Anthropology with a minor in Canadian Studies. She was born and raised in
New Westminster, British Columbia and played four seasons on the McGill Mart-
lets Hockey Team as a forward. After graduation, Olivia intends on attending law
school to pursue her interests in criminal law.

Eva Oakes, originally from Colorado, USA, is finishing up at McGill this year. She
loves to capture everything that makes Montréal special on camera. Eva has been
“forcibly” removed from her favourite city, the city where life in fact began. She
hopes one day to return, but for now the lady in the parc awaits her across the
northern border.

Karolina Roman is a recent graduate of McGill’s French Language and Literature
department. She holds an honours major in Translation, a minor in Environment,
but has also dabbled in Mathematics, and has been studying Russian and Polish.
She will be starting her masters in Translation Studies in September of 2020. Her re-
search interests include translation between languages of different relative cultural
power and minority literature in Canada. Her contribution to this issue was written
following an internship at Shoreline Press, an Anglo-Québécois publishing house.

Arimbi Wahono and her sister Dewi Wahono both live in Whistler, BC, where
they collaborated in taking photographs for the journal. Arimbi is a U2 student
pursuing a Joint Honours Political Science and International Development Studies
degree, and her sister hopes to join the McGill community in Fall 2021 for the same
program.



How Canada Responds to Global
Crises: Comparative Social Policy
Lessons from the Past for the

COVID-19 Era,' a Foreword

Daniel Béland

Daniel Béland is the Director of the McGill Institute for the Study of Canada and James McGill
Professor in the Department of Political Science at McGill University. The author would like to
thank Michael Prince and Alex Waddan for their comments.

The ongoing COVID-19 global crisis has major implications for social
policy, in Canada and elsewhere around the world, where many countries have
already enacted massive social policy packages to help workers and families stay
afloat during this unprecedented public health crisis, which is already having a
dramatic impact on the economy and unemployment numbers.” In Canada, early
social policy response to COVID-19 is embedded in the COVID-19 Emergency
Response Act adopted on March 25. From a social policy standpoint, the Canada
Emergency Response Benefit is the centerpiece of this bold legislation. This tempo-
rary program provides “a taxable benefit of $2,000 a month for up to 4 months to
support workers who lose their income as of result of the COVID-19 pandemic.”
Other key social policy measures featured in the COVID-19 Emergency Response
Act include a temporary increase of Canada Child Benefit payments, “a special top-
up payment under the Goods and Services Tax (GST) credit,” “a pause on the re-
payments of Canada Student Loans,” and “a COVID-19 Response Fund that would
provide one-time funding of $500 million through the Canada Health Transfer*
On March 27, Trudeau also announced “a 75 per cent wage subsidy for qualifying
businesses, for up to 3 months, retroactive to March 15, 2020. This will help busi-
nesses to keep and return workers to the payroll.”® Like the temporary social policy
measures enacted in other countries to support those affected by the economic
downturn created by the COVID-19 crisis, this early policy response is grounded
in Keynesianism, an approach that supports deficit spending to reduce the scope,
and the negative impact, of massive layoffs on the economy.

Beyond the clear similarities in the national responses to the current crisis
rooted in Keynesianism, each country responds to this ongoing situation different-
ly for a number of reasons, including their fiscal capacity, the degree to which the
crisis is affecting them, the nature of their political institutions (e.g. federal versus
unitary states), and their existing policy legacies (i.e. the social policies already in
place when the crisis began). In the case of the recent federal response, for exam-
ple, it is likely that the Canada Emergency Response Benefit was enacted in part
because Canada’s Employment Insurance (EI) is a rather ungenerous program by



international (OECD) standards. While other countries that offered more compre-
hensive unemployment insurance before the COVID-19 crisis decided to expand
them, the federal government decided to create a new, temporary program to exist
alongside our deeply flawed EI program.

While it is relatively easy to explain why some countries react differently
than others to a new crisis, it is much harder to anticipate whether this crisis will
lead to durable policy change beyond the temporary measures enacted towards the
beginning of it. Yet, historical and comparative analysis can help us better under-
stand the conditions under which global crisis can lead to durable policy legacies
in specific countries and policy areas. We can use historical examples from Canada
and the United States to assess the condition under which large-scale economic and
social crises can lead to durable policy change.

In Canada and the United States, the social protection provided to the
unemployed at the beginning of the post-1929 Great Depression was limited in
nature and provinces/states, just like municipalities and private charities, struggled
to help the poor due to their limited fiscal and administrative capacity. In these two
countries, over time the federal government got involved more directly, first with
temporary programs like unemployment camps and public works and, later on,
with permanent measures like unemployment insurance and, in the United States,
old-age insurance, which is known today as Social Security. In the case of Can-
ada, however, the federal unemployment program enacted in 1935 was deemed
unconstitutional two years later, which lead to constitutional negotiations with Ot-
tawa and the provinces that delayed implementation until 1941, after the end of the
Great Depression.

In Canada and the United States, the Great Recession that began after the
2008 financial crisis was shorter than the Great Depression and it occurred in a dif-
ferent context from the 1930s, as major social programs already existed in these two
countries to support people in times of crisis. Yet, temporary measures were enact-
ed in both countries to offer additional support to the unemployed, a situation that
did not prevent many of them from falling between the cracks of flawed and limited
safety nets for the unemployed.® At the same time, although it proved shorter than
the Great Depression, the Great Recession created favorable conditions for the en-
actment of durable and meaningful social policy reforms in both countries.

First, in the United States, the Great Recession further increased the num-
ber of people uninsured for medical care costs, which helped legitimize the enact-
ment of Obamacare in 2010, despite calls from Republicans to postpone health
reform until the return to economic prosperity.” Second, in Canada, the Great Re-
cession provided political ammunition to the New Democratic Party (NDP) and
labour unions to advocate expansion of the Canada Pension Plan (CPP), something
they had been advocating for some years. Although Conservatives under Stephen
Harper refused to act, both the Liberals and the NDP included CPP expansion in
their 2015 electoral platform and the Trudeau government reached a deal with the
provinces over a relatively modest expansion of CPP.?



As we face an unprecedented interrelated health and economic crisis with
COVID-19, past crises can offer us lessons on how they might create the conditions
for durable social policy change, beyond the temporary measures enacted in the
name of Keynesianism. One key factor to explain whether durable social policy
will emerge from a crisis is its sheer duration, as longer crises are more likely to
lead to durable and deeper social policy changes, something the example of the
Great Depression illustrates perfectly. Another factor is the institutional features
of the country as it enters the crisis, combined with potential partisan shifts such
as the election of FDR in 1932, the election of Obama in 2008, or even the advent
of the Trudeau in late 2015. This last example as it relates to CPP reform suggests
once again that crises can set into motion political processes that have an impact
on social policy reform long after the crisis itself is over. The example of the delayed
creation of unemployment insurance in Canada in 1941 also supports this claim.

When we want to understand why countries react to the ongoing
COVID-19 crisis differently and how this crisis might lead to durable policy change
here in Canada, historical and comparative policy analysis help identify key fac-
tors we can monitor systematically, looking forward. Historical and comparative
analysis helps us in Canada understand what is both unique and common about
our present condition, a reality that allows us to pause and reflect on the past while
navigating an uncertain future. Studying Canada from a historical and comparative
perspective is more important than ever, something the readers and contributors
of Canadian Content should keep in mind as they explore the past, present, and
future of our country in the post-COVID-19 era.’

Notes:

1. This is the revised version of a text first published by the Max Bell School of Public Policy:
https://www.mcgill.ca/maxbellschool/article/how-different-countries-respond-global-crises-so-
cial-policy-lessons-past

2."COVID Action Map,' OECD, last updated on June 16, 2020, https://oecd.github.io/OECD-
covid-action-map/

3."The COVID-19 Emergency Response Act Receives Royal Assent,’ Government of Canada,
March 25, 2020, https://www.canada.ca/en/department-finance/news/2020/03/the-covid-19-
emergency-response-act-receives-royal-assent0.html

4. Ibid.

5. "Prime Minister announces support for small businesses facing impacts of COVID-19,' Justin
Trudeau, Prime Minister of Canada, March 27, 2020, https://pm.gc.ca/en/news/news-releas-
es/2020/03/27/prime-minister-announces-support-small-businesses-facing-impacts

6. James J. Rice and Michael J. Prince, Changing Politics of Canadian Social Policy (second
edition) (Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 2013).

7. Daniel Béland and Alex Waddan, “The Obama Presidency and Health Insurance Reform:
Assessing Continuity and Change,” Social Policy & Society 11 no.3 (2012): 319-330.

8. Daniel Béland and R. Kent Weaver, “Fork in the road for Canada and Quebec pension plans,”
Policy Options, August 18, 2017, http://policyoptions.irpp.org/magazines/august-2017/fork-
road-canada-quebec-pension-plans/.

9. On the need for comparative analysis in the study of Canada see Daniel Béland, “Promoting
the Comparative Turn in Canadian Studies,” Canadian Content 11(Spring 2019): iv-v.






Letter from the Editors

In recent years, Western liberal democracies have witnessed a growth of far-right,
neo-nationalist sentiment. Against this backdrop, Canada is often seen as an excep-
tion in its continued promotion of diversity and multiculturalism — thus, the nar-
rative of Canadian exceptionalism. Yet a nuanced study of this country must reach
beyond this narrative and scrutinize the unexceptional Canada. The collection of
works that make up this twelfth volume of Canadian Content seeks to do just that.

The volume begins with Tessa Groszman’s account of Mayor Camillien
Houde of Montreal, a racist populist who rejected the conscription of French Ca-
nadians into World War II in the name of nationalist sentiment. Exploring Québec
more broadly, Karolina Roman analyzes the minority-status of contemporary An-
glo-Québécois literature. Megan Coulter invites us to question the methods and
motivations of state organizations monitoring so-called subversive actors, as Can-
ada did in the 1960s out of fear of Black self-organisation and resistance. Caitlin
Mehrotra reminds us that this question is still relevant today, given the passing of
Québec’s Bill 21 — ostensibly to reaffirm Québécois secularism, but perhaps in a
violating attempt to police racialized religious minorities. The next three works
continue to acknowledge the possibilities for pushback against the state in spite of
surveillance, exploring the political activation of otherwise marginalized voices.
Francis L. analyzes the manner in which visible minority immigrants in Canada
exert their influence at the ballot box. Beyond electoralism, Lucy Everett envisions
an active battle for a decolonized, ecological future, as fought for by the Lubicon
Lake Cree defending their land from the Albertan tar sands industry; likewise,
Olivia Ramos discusses the regional variations in the ways that Indigenous peoples
in Canada have contended with a settler-colonial state that seeks to erase their past
and redefine their present.

Amid today’s global pandemic, we all have our own unprecedented chal-
lenges to face — may this context, as well as the narratives in this volume of Cana-
dian Content, remind us of the importance of solidarity then, now, and in our col-
lective future. We thank all of our contributors for their hard work, and for showing
dedication and patience in these difficult times. We hope you recognize volume XII
of Canadian Content for what we see it to be: a labour of love, and a call to shine a
light on the realities of Canada that have often been left in the dark.

Sincerely,
Arimbi, Meaghan, Simona, Brent, Tamara, and Eva



His Worship and His People

Camillien Houde and the Conscription Crisis of 1944

“Lady of the Parc" By Eva Oakes




was a four-time mayor of Canada’s then-largest metropolis, who served for

eighteen years between 1928 and 1954. In 1940, he was arrested for urging
the public not to register for the war mobilization effort, which was required by
law.” The depression and its acute aftermath combined with the effects of a looming
world war was the context His Worship had found himself in prior to his imprison-
ment. Throughout his tenure, Mayor Houde flirted with fascism, and openly sym-
pathized with the European fascist powers of the war.® Nevertheless, the country’s
distaste for Mr. Houde was entirely related to his defiance of a federal measure, and
not to his political, cultural, or religious inclinations. This paper argues that various
French- and English-language newspapers demonstrate that the rest of Québec and
Canada were not concerned with Mayor Houde’s preceding fascist or clerico-na-
tionalist dispositions. This thesis will be explained by the decisions he made as the
city’s political leader, which will be drawn from a National Film Board documenta-
ry, as well as biographies and scholarly articles that address his time in office.

Mayor Houde was sincerely interested in the less fortunate, perhaps be-
cause he was raised in the working-class district of Saint-Henri. His father passed
away when he was eight, and his nine siblings all died as infants. From a very young
age, Houde worked as a butcher boy to help his mother, until he eventually became
employed as a teller and rose through the ranks of the Banque d’'Hochelaga. He
was married to the daughter of Urgel Bourgie until she died of the Spanish flu.*
When Houde left his position at the bank, he remarried, and attempted business
ventures in the coal, insurance, and confectionary industries, all of which failed
miserably. Evidently, he was then perceived as an out-of-work nobody whose only
good fortune lay in his three daughters and who perfectly fit into the city’s growing
ranks of unemployed men. Through a connection made on a job, he joined the
Conservative Party of Québec, in order to, as he would affirm, “keep warm.” In
other words, his entire political journey and eventual involvement in all three levels
of government had initially emerged from his personal experience with hardship
— an experience that would directly result in a future investment in public works,
and therefore, in the shaping of the city of Montreal to date. And so, as mayor, the
figure of Camillien Houde would be symbolic of the deprivation and distress of the
French-Canadian working class.

Although his roots appropriately influenced his economic viewpoints and
formed his genuine care for the city’s financially underprivileged, they did little to
influence his views on ethnoreligious or racial equality, which were considerably
unprogressive. Many believed Mayor Houde to be a clerico-nationalist who idol-
ized Mussolini as a right-wing populist. For instance, at a YMCA annual banquet,
he clarified who the French-Canadian people would stand with if England were to
declare war on Italy.® Despite the generally agreed upon notion that “nothing tor-
tured Houde more than the knowledge of the misery and suffering going on in this
city;” he was a blatant racist. For example, in a political speech in Québec City, he
stated that Jews ought to leave Montreal for Palestine. A. M. Klein’s poem “Political
Meeting,” addressed to Houde, highlights the fascist leanings of the Québec people

C amillien Houde, also known to the city and its citizens as “Mr. Montreal,”



by drawing a parallel between a local occurrence and fascism’s larger reality.’® It is
not surprising that during this time, the province understood communism as a
much greater threat than Italian Fascism.” And so, despite his arduous first thirty
years of living on the margin of Montreal society, as mayor, he would govern in
an undemocratic and openly racist manner in order to favour and assist a certain
group of people.

The group that Mayor Houde deemed more deserving of the city’s res-
idency was restricted to Québec’s Roman Catholic population. French scholarly
literature describes His Worship as a man-of-the-people, but he was, in reality, a
(fascinating) man-of-his-people. As an old-style Québec nationalist presiding over
thousands of hard-pressed French-Canadians to whom he could relate on a person-
al level, Houde prioritized alleviating the poverty of the Montrealers living in the
slums and dying of starvation and tuberculosis — the majority of whom were fran-
cophone. In other words, from the time he entered office, his belief in entirely elim-
inating the outcomes of the Great Depression prevailed over his staunch religious
defense of traditional values. For example, his municipal government instituted a
series of public works: the Atwater and Jean-Talon Markets, the Botanical Gardens,
the Mount Royal Chalet and Lookout, Beaver Lake, and developments on Saint
Helen’s Island were all constructed for the purpose of providing men with employ-
ment. In almost every part of the city, he built numerous parks, roads, playgrounds,
bridges, police and fire stations, tunnels, sidewalks, public baths, community halls,
and public bathrooms known as “camilliennes.” A 1947 Maclean’s article, entitled
“The One and Only Houde,” described his building programs and efforts to stem
the depression as “the largest any city in this country has ever seen.”® A publication
by the Houde administration that presents the record of the work accomplished for
“the metropolis of the Dominion, Canada’s leader in civic enterprise” goes as far as
to claim that “the civic improvements we have achieved are greater in proportion
than any other city on this continent, and contrary to what has been happening
elsewhere, we have done this without increasing taxes.”" Due to his humble begin-
nings, the financial state of his residents were the source of his anxieties: on pay day
at City Hall, Houde would be found cashing in his eight-hundred-dollar cheque to
hand over to whatever delegation of unemployed people were standing outside his
office, explaining to them how long it takes to “arrange these things through gov-
ernment.”* His fiscal policies, therefore, were only geared toward this French-Ca-
nadian population living in the absence of a social security net. On the other hand,
his political views were entirely designed to defend the interests of the people who
were predominately of his descent, as evidenced by his decision to counsel the city
against registration.

The onset of the Second World War would have Houde epitomizing the po-
litical interests and the cultural values of French Canada. When Parliament passed
the National Resources Mobilization Act after Canada joined the war against Ger-
many, Mayor Houde would proudly defend a French-Canadian Nationalist agenda
one hundred percent opposed to idea of overseas military service. In 1939, former
anglophone Houde supporters wrote letters to the editors of The Gazette and The



Star, all of which expressed their sense of disgust regarding his attitude. The Mayor
had previously made fascist remarks in attempting to uplift the French-Canadian
working class, but only when he began to explicitly display his disloyalty to the
crown did Montreal’s English press and its readers launch their anti-Houde cam-
paign: “I would like to remind those that seem to ignore it that the Province of Qué-
bec is still and will ever be in the British Empire,” one reader wrote. “It seems only
reasonable that, as French Canadians are enjoying the full privileges of citizenship
and freedom within this British Empire, that entails responsibilities and obligations
which must be satisfied if they wish to continue to enjoy this freedom and citizen-
ship within this great Empire of free nations,” wrote another. His public opposition
to national registration culminated in a press conference on the second of August,
1940, where, after learning that certain municipal buildings had been turned over
to the Dominion Government for registration purposes, he made a statement that
would appear on the front page of The Gazette the following morning. “I declare
myself peremptorily against National Registration,” he said. “I do not myself be-
lieve that I am held to conform to the said law... And I ask the population not to
conform..””® Prime Minister King had promised that only volunteers would serve
outside of Canadian territory, thus Houde and his constituents saw registration as
“a certain forerunner of conscription.”** Of course, Houde did not advise people
against signing up for the war because he was irritated by the King administration’s
retraction of their promise. Rather, he was performing the act of civil disobedi-
ence for his fellow French-Canadians who had no interest in fighting outside the
boundaries of Canada — as the results of the plebiscite would later demonstrate.
As in the First World War, francophone Montrealers felt no religious, no historical,
no ethnic, and, at times, even no political connection to Britain or France, but this
time they also held vivid memories of 1917: student protesters in front of City Hall
from the Université de Montréal and the Université Laval, represented by a young
Daniel Johnson Sr., said, “We are opposed to any participation whatsoever in ex-
tra-territorial wars. We know what 1914 has cost us in money and men, and we
will not consent to a national suicide”® And so, as a man-of-his-people, Camillien
Houde unforgettably opposed the federal government, championing the ideology
of French Canada and increasing his popularity amongst Montreal’s francophones.
Mayor Houde’s advocacy for Canada’s largest minority, but more specifically his
preaching of civil disobedience, cost him four years at an internment camp and,
obviously, the suspension of his mayoralty. The Gazette’s publication fell into the
hands of Conservative Party leader Richard Hanson, who read the seditious state-
ment to the House of Commons. Less than three days later, Prime Minister King
and Minister of Justice Ernest Lapointe had the Royal Canadian Mounted Police
waiting for the fifty-year-old mayor outside of City Hall, under the plain pretense
that “the federal government cannot afford to have its laws defied by one of Mayor
Houde’s problems.”*® As the article that sent him to jail claimed, “overstepping the
bounds of decency was nothing new to Houde, but this time he also overstepped
the bounds of legality.”"” Yet because the country was at war, that article’s life was cut
short by the federal press censors. Mayor Houde was arrested under the Defense



of Canada Regulations, charged with sedition, and interned without trial in Ontar-
io before being displaced to a camp in New Brunswick.' Interestingly enough, it
would be his simple refusal to comply with the law of the land, as well as Ottawa’s
decision to interfere with the press, that would become the subject of contention
across the country, not his history of fascism.

Since the early thirties, Houde’s sympathy for fascistic movements and his
characterization as a “Calamity Joe” had been no secret. Still, those undemocratic
and racist peculiarities of his had barely even fazed the press. Again, it was rather the
fact that his manifesto was illegal under the National Resources Mobilization Act,
in addition to the decisions of the censor board, that created the scandal. In other
words, when word of his arrest spread to newspapers across the country, Houde’s
prospective support for the fascist powers of the war was hardly mentioned. The
focus was primarily on a) Ottawa’s censoring, and b) the straightforward notion
that the mayor of Canada’s largest city had defied federal legislation. For example,
a Calgary Herald article, entitled “Exit the Mayor,” explains, “Mr. Houde is now
languishing in an internment camp, where he has plenty of time to meditate on the
process of Canadian justice,” and it concludes with “They [the government] have
shown that the Defense of Canada regulations mean just what they say, whether
the offender is an Alberta farm hand or a mayor of Montreal” It never alludes to
the idea that the Mayor was perhaps defending Italy or Vichy France, as it solely
speaks to his perversion of the law. The Winnipeg Tribune called their article “Ot-
tawa Cracks Down,” and it explains the whole debacle without referencing the un-
democratic air of Houde’s intentions: “..this [Houde’s act] constituted a flat defiance
of the law of Canada... The authorities have prosecuted a number of petty offenders
under the Defense of Canada Regulations. It would have been disastrous if a noisy
offender should get away with it merely because of his high position.” The Edmon-
ton Journal called their article “No Matter for Suppression,” and all it expresses,
after explaining “Mr. Houde’s defiance of Canadian law;” is a vexation toward the
censors. It ends with: “The treatment accorded to a newspaper of the standing and
record of The Gazette is an especially deplorable example of a tendency which it is
essential to curb.” The Evening Citizen from Ottawa focuses on the idea that “the
Canadian people need to be more aware of this menace of censorship.” The Globe
and Mail reads, “The politicians who were responsible for the attempt to suppress
the illegal utterance of the buffoon of Montreal,” — again, their anger is directed
toward the legality of his undertakings — “will, if they are wise, be more charry
about playing with political fire in the future. They will not go far wrong if they
remember that the main reason for their existence is to prevent military informa-
tion reaching the enemy. It is no part of the duty of Press Censors to meddle with
politics or permit themselves to be used by the politicians” The Albertan describes
how Houde made a “sweeping statement to disregard a law of the land™: “It is unbe-
lievable a man in his position would have openly defied Parliament so flagrantly”
On the “mishandling of this incident,” The Victoria Daily Times read, “France in
her collapse stands as a warning of the danger of such a policy of domestic censor-
ship. Let us face the facts in Canada and not be stupid and short-sighted,” while The



Vancouver Sun went with, “If newspapers cannot report the official opinion of the
mayor of Canada’s largest city, what can they publish?” English-language papers re-
ferred to him as “the supreme notorious demagogue,” “the most irresponsible pol-
itician in Canada,” an “ill-conditioned clown,” a “jack-in-a-box of Quebec politics,”
a charlatan, a buffoon, a sedition-monger, a traitor, a reckless man, a mountebank,
a disgrace, and, needless to say, “Chameleon Houde” — all without a glance at his
policies of race and religion. Essentially, apart from the censorship dilemma, the
Pan-Canadian irritation, as The Winnipeg Free Press had put it, was related to the
tenet that, “No matter what private views anyone may hold of Houde’s importance
and capacity, the fact remains that the mayor of Canada’s largest city had openly
defied a government measure.”” Even Mackenzie King would clarify to the House
the central issue with Houde’s declaration: “It is a statement calculated to arouse
opposition to the laws of this country,” he said.*® In an article written approximately
halfway through his internment time, The Gazette confirmed that “it is well also to
remember that he was interned for flouting the law, for a criminal act, and not for
the opinions he held regarding the war and its persecution. It’s entirely within the
range of probability that he still holds the same views, but it is not because of them
that he is still behind barbed wire”*" And so, despite this significant political and
religious divergence that he had made for the protection of the French-Canadian
angle of the war, Canadians across the country were only interested in turning the
case into an issue of the freedom of the press and of the status of federal law.
Strangely enough, the perception of the French press was fairly similar.
For example, LAvenir du Nord, a weekly liberal newspaper from the district of Ter-
rebonne, called their article “Les lois de notre pays doivent étre respectées,” which
shed light on how the Mayor had been “arrété pour avoir préché la révolte contre
une loi du Parlement canadien,” concluding with “Il sest rendu coupable d’une of-
fense grave qui l'a conduit la ou il est. Le gouvernement d’Ottawa n’a fait que son
devoir”** LAction Catholique of Québec City read, “le premier ministre déclara
que le gouvernement verrait a faire respecter la loi par tout le monde. Les autorités
fédérales ont appliqué au maire de Montréal la méme justice sévere appliqués dans
le cas dautres citoyens ordinaires.” It ended by agreeing with the Mayor of Winni-
peg, who said, “Larrestation du maire de Montreal Camillien Houde montre que
le gouvernement nadmet pas de désordre, méme de la part de gens hauts placés”*
Le Devoir, following a lengthy explanation